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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 December 2000 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disp sition of Claims 

4) 0 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6® Claim(s) 1^18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) E3 The drawing(s) filed on 12/26/00 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a non-final, first office action on the merits. Claims 1-1 8 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Claims directed towards computer program products with 
computer code elements are considered non-descriptive material unless tangibly embodied. 

Claim 7 recites " A computer program for providing workflow management of a supply 
chain, comprising (a) computer code for allowing. . .". Data structures not embodied on 
computer readable media are considered descriptive material. They are therefore considered 
non-statutory because they are not capable of causing a functional change in a computer. As 
drafted, the claim fails to define any structural and functional interrelationships between the code 
and other elements of a computer that permit the computer program's function to be realized, as 
no recitation of executable code being embodied on any medium or data structure is provided. 
(See MPEP § 2106) The Examiner suggests the following: "A computer readable medium for 
storing computer readable code executed by a computer processor to provide workflow 
management of a supply chain by performing the following steps of: (a) allowing. . .". 

In light of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 7-12 do not have a tangible 
result, and thus fail to recite the practical application of an abstract idea to satisfy the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 101. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 9-12, and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hughes et al. (U.S. 5,893,074). 

4. As per claim 1, Hughes et al. teaches a method for providing workflow management of a 
supply chain, comprising the steps of: 

(a) allowing businesses to engage in activities utilizing a network, wherein the activities each 
include a plurality of steps (See at least figures 3 A, 4, and 8, column 1, lines 59-67, column 2, 

lines 5-15 and 25-35, column 4, lines 43-67, and column 11, lines 1-5, 15-25 and 33-60, wherein 

j 

businesses engage in activities over a network. Each activity has a plurality of steps); 

(b) updating at least one document for each activity upon completion of each of the steps 
(See at least figures 3A, 4, and 8, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, column 3, lines 1-21, column 

5. lines 9-26, column 10, lines 15-30, and column 11, lines 1-5, 15-25 and 33-60, wherein the 
documents are updated for each activity as the steps are completed); 

(c) executing services to acquire information from users utilizing the network (See at least 
figures 3A, 4, and 8, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, column 3, lines 1-21, column 5, lines 9-26, 
column 9, lines 65-67, column 10, lines 1-30, and column 11, lines 1-25 and 33-60, wherein . 
information is acquired for users of the network); and 
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(d) performing tasks to populate the document with the information gathered by the 
execution of the services (See at least figures 3A, 4, and 8, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, 
column 3, lines 1-21, column 5, lines 9-26, column 9, lines 65-67, column 10, lines 1-30, and 
column 1 1, lines 1-25 and 33-60, wherein the document of the activity is filled with the 
information gathered from the users so that the status of the project may be determined and 
reports can be generated). 

5. As per claim 3, Hughes et al. teaches a method wherein the document provides an audit 
trail of the associated activity (See at least figures 3 A, 4, and 8, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, 
column 3, lines 1-21, column 5, lines 9-26, column 9, lines 65-67, column 10, lines 1-30, and 
column 11, lines 1-25 and 33-60, wherein the document of the activity is filled with the 
information gathered from the users so that the status of the project may be determined and 
reports can be generated. Using this information, the records and financial aspects of the activity 
may be tracked and checked for compliance). 

6. As per claim 4, Hughes et al. teaches a method wherein only a single user can execute a 
service at a time (See at least figure 6, column 2, lines 35-45, and column 5, lines 15-30, column 

6, lines 10-35 and 50-67, column 7, lines 15-30, wherein the negotiation and inputting involves a 
single user with a specific ID). 

7. As per claim 5, Hughes et al. teaches a method wherein the document is published after 
the services are executed in order to allow the users to initiate the performance of the tasks (See 
at least figures 3 A, 4, and 8, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, column 3, lines 1-21, column 5, 
lines 9-26, column 9, lines 65-67, column 10, lines 1-30, and column 11, lines 1-25 and 33-60, 
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wherein the document is published and kept up to date in order to lets various users perform the 
tasks and access current information). 

8. As per claim 6, Hughes et al. teaches a method wherein contracts exist between the steps 
of the activity, and further comprising the step of enforcing the completion of the steps utilizing 
the contracts (See at least figures 3 A and 3B, column 2, lines 5-15, column 4, lines 35-55, 
column 5, lines 9-26, column 6, lines 25-40, column 11, lines 15-25 and 33-60, which discusses 
the contracts that are formed and used to control the steps). 

9. As per claims 7 and 9-12, claims 7 and 9-12 recite equivalent limitations to claims 1 and 
3-6, respectively, and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the 
rejections of claims 1 and 3-6, respectively. 

10. As per claims 13 and 15-18, claims 13 and 15-18 recite equivalent limitations to claims 1 
and 3-6, respectively, and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the 
rejections of claims 1 and 3-6, respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 8, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hughes et al. (U.S. 5,893,074). 

12. As per claim 2, Hughes et al. teaches a method wherein the businesses produce products 
(See at least figures 3A, 4, and 8, column 1, lines 59-67, column 2, lines 5-15 and 25-35, column 
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4, lines 43-67, and column 11, lines 1-5, 15-25 and 33-60). However, Hughes et al. does not 
expressly disclose that these products are apparel businesses. 

Hughes et al. discloses a management tool for businesses that allows for information to 
be communicated between parties responsible for the outcome product of the project. Examiner 
points out that the fact that the business is an apparel business has no functional significance on 
the limitations of the claims. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at time of the invention to use the tool of Hughes et al. in the apparel industry in order to 
more efficiently and accurately produce products in the businesses of the apparel industry 
through better communications between suppliers and receivers involved in production. See at 
least column 1, lines 59-67 and column 3, lines 45-55, of Hughes et al. 

13. As per claim 8, claim 8 recites equivalent limitations to claim 2 and is therefore rejected 
using the same art and rationale as applied in the rejection of claim 2. 

14. As per claim 13, claim 13 recites equivalent limitations to claim 2 and is therefore 
rejected using the same art and rationale as applied in the rejection of claim 2 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent \to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Barr et al. (U.S. 5,182,705) teaches managing work and creating an electronic file 
concerning this work, the file logging activities concerning the work for auditing purposes. 

Harvey et al (U.S. 6,519,568) teaches transmitting data of a business over a network and 
recording, tracking, and delivering this data. 
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Parad (U.S. 5,369,570) discloses continuous resource management by maintaining and 
updating records concerning activities. 

Johnson et al. (U.S. 6,067,525) teaches an interface that tracks steps of activities of a user 
in a business environment. 

Du et al. (U.S. 5,826,239) discloses a workflow management tool that includes 
controlling activities. 

Barnard et al. (U.S. 6,714,915) teaches an enterprise system that coordinates, records, and 
tracks team activities. 

Haluska (U.S. 5,638,519) teaches controlling and tracking business transactions. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Beth Van Doren whose telephone number is (703) 305-3882. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (703) 305-9643. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

^vd v 
April 26, 2004 

ttfclQ R. HARZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

^CHNOLOGY 3600 



